Kazakh Intelligentsia's Struggle for Independence in the Early XXth Century  by Zhandos, Kumganbayev & Nazgul, Kudaibergenova
 Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences  89 ( 2013 )  617 – 621 
1877-0428 © 2013 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. Open access under CC BY-NC-ND license.
Selection and/or peer-review under responsibility of Prof. Dr. Huseyin Uzunboylu, Near East University, Faculty of Education, Cyprus
doi: 10.1016/j.sbspro.2013.08.904 
ScienceDirect
2nd Cyprus International Conference on Educational Research, (CY-ICER 2013) 
Kazakh intelligentsia’s struggle for independence in the early XXth
Century 
Kumganbayev Zhandosa*, Kudaibergenova Nazgulb 
aAl-Farabi Kazakh National University, Faculty of History, Archeology and Etnology, Almaty, 050060, Kazkhstan 
bAl-Farabi Kazakh National University, Faculty of Philosophy and Political Science, Almaty, 050060, Kazakhstan 
Abstract 
In XXth Century the Muslim movement Turk and Muslim peoples against the colonialist yoke of imperial power had democratic 
character based on the national, cultural and political demands. It was the ideology of the movement of Turk and Islamic 
Defenders parties. The formation of the Muslim movement was caused by intolerable and colonizing burdens, poor socio-
political situation of Turk and other Muslim nations under Russian colony. 
The colonial policy the imperial power aimed at Russification of all spheres of social life led to the crisis and stalemate life of 
Muslim nations under the empire. This angered the Muslims and encouraged them to fight for independence. 
© 2013 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd.  
Selection and or peer-review under responsibility of Assoc. Prof. Dr. Zehra Özçınar, Ataturk Teacher Training Academy, North 
Cyprus 
Keywords: Kazakh intelligentsia’s struggle, Kazakh intellectuals, independence of Kazakhstan, Kazakh nation, Alashorda;   
1. Introduction 
In XXth Century the Muslim movement Turk and Muslim peoples against the colonialist yoke of imperial power 
had democratic character based on the national, cultural and political demands. It was the ideology of the movement 
of Turk and Islamic Defenders parties. The formation of the Muslim movement was caused by intolerable and 
colonizing burdens, poor socio-political situation of Turk and other Muslim nations under Russian colony. The 
colonial policy the imperial power aimed at Russification of all spheres of social life led to the crisis and stalemate 
life of Muslim nations under the empire. This angered the Muslims and encouraged them to fight for freedom. 
It is clear that at the beginning of XXth Century in the history of Turkic nations with the awaken national 
awareness was led a struggle against colonial policy of tsarist regime based on the national, cultural and political 
requirements. National struggle for independence led by other Turkic nations and especially struggle of Kazakh 
nation left a different mark in the political history of Russian empire. Kazakh intelligence took an active 
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participation in this movement, which captured throughout Russian Empire. Surely the purpose of Kazakh 
intelligence of XXth century was, independence of nation. The rise of Kazakh intelligence ideas was affected by the 
ideas of Russian revolution Islamic views and I in 1905.  Above-mentioned Russian revolution I held in 1905-1907 
years enforced the national movement in Kazakh steppe.  The article of Bokeikhanov “The modern types of national 
movements in the republic” published in 1910 indicates that movements accelerated since 1905 there were formed 
two political directions: the first direction followed the western type of social development, and the second followed 
the Islamic and national unity of Muslims (Kara, 2004, pp.21-22). 
2. Formation and development of the intelligentsia in the early twentieth century 
The Independence was not given easily to the Kazakh people, our brave ancestors fought years for it. We all 
know that we were a colony of Tsarist Russia and the Soviet Empire. Also, it is known, that starting VI century up 
to 1758, 360 years they fought for their homeland with whitish Kalmyks. Therefore, for the sake of freedom in a 
new era for the national state and for our independence to be stable we will sacrifice not only our property, but also 
our lives. Only people like that having such concepts can protect their independence. How descendants can forget 
works and deeds of their ancestors for the freedom of their people (Kumganbayev, 2012, p.61). 
While there were intestine wars in Russia, the national elite was not just sitting idly to have an independent state. 
Based on it, there was alashorda government formed, headed by Alikhan Bukeyhanov, but unfortunately in 1917 
with the Bolsheviks coming to power alaorda was declined. At that time, due to the Moscow policy Kazakh 
intelligent siya split into two groups. If at one side there were Alikhan Bukeikhanov, Ahmet Baitursynov, Mustafa 
Chokai (Koigeldiev, 2008, pp.146-147), than at the other there were Turar Ryskulov, Saken Seifullin, Seytkali 
Mendeshov(Konyratbayev, 2011, pp.83-85). The second side was the servants of the Soviet regime, but both 
directions honestly served their ideas and plans for the sake of foundation of the Kazakh government. Therefore, we 
have great respect for the intelligent of both sides. A member of the second side Turar Ryskulov intended to achieve 
goals through Communist Party (Ryskulov, 2007, pp.276-285), (Maimakov, 2005, pp.22-23). Despite the fact that 
on their way, there are many obstacles, they achieved great success. Following this system, they have contributed a 
lot to the development of Kazakh autonomy in 1920, created and based on the Bolshevik system and worked on 
renaming it to the Kazakh Soviet Socialist Republic in 1936. At first glance, the goals of the alashorda and Turar 
and Saken were different, but they were not. Information from the work of SabitMukanov "School of Life" can state 
that. In consideration of these events, the reader may question where to attribute ideas of freedom of Mustafa 
Chokai, or did they belong to the third side. Of course, as we know, Mustafa Chokai, when fighting for freedom 
created Turkestan autonomy, so ideas of Chokai were not under the Soviet system, and he fought for the creation of 
a single state for Turkestan people. It says here that the struggle for the independence of the head of alashorda 
Alikhan Bukeyhanov and Mustafa Chokai were not conducted with the Bolsheviks, however, the direction of 
Chokai was attributed to the first side. In addition, the Soviet regime prevailed, Turkestan autonomy created by 
Chokai failed, then Alikhan and Mustafa began to forward the ideas about independence together, and further on 
Chokai continued to work in Europe. On the way of execution of his ideas, he began his fight peacefully through 
publication of his own articles in foreign journals, in the Turkish magazine "New Turkistan" (Yeni Turkistan, 2005) 
and in the French magazine "Yash Turkistan" (Yas Turkistan, 2006), (Yach Turkestan). The struggle for 
independence of Mustafa Chokai lasted until 1939. After alashorda heads saw the international situation, with regard 
to geostrategic situation, the idea of Turkestan Union of Mustafa Chokai prevailed. In the future, making it a 
respected idea, Chokai never stopped fighting for independence against the Soviet power. So, Mustafa Chokai is the 
last of alashorda fought for the freedom of his people. The history of Kazakhstan's independence will become even 
deeper with Mustafa Chokai. 
3. Service and actions of representatives of the Kazakh intelligentsia on a way of independence 
Before discussing this subject, it is useful to give information about Kazakh intelligence; surely there were not 
plenty of them because there were no specific institutions except the courses and colleges for preparation of teachers 
at that time. Kazakh specialists studied in Russia but for tsarist authority it was convenient to keep Kazakhs in 
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ignorance.  The end of XIX century and the beginning of XX century for Kazakh youth Kazan, Moscow, St. 
Petersburg, Orenburg, Omsk and Warsaw were the biggest centers of science. In these cities were divided 
scholarships for 3-4 Kazakh students per year (Koigeldiyev, 2008,p.109).  For instance, between 1877-1917 years 
37 Kazakh students studied at Kazan University, 20 of them graduated from this university. According to the list 
suggested by G.Akhmedov which based on archives and reliable facts before Kazan Revolution period 
approximately 120 students graduated from the universities. Among them were Alikhan Bokeikhanov, 
Mukhamedzhan Tinishbayev, Bakhitzhan Karatayev, Baktigherey Kulmanov, Barlybek Syrtanov, Zhahansha 
Dosmukhamedov, Mustafa Shokhai, Zhakhip Akbayev, Sanzhar Asfandiyarov, Saduakas Shalimbekov, Khalel 
Dosmukhamedov     and others. These students not only finished their studies but also formed a group of 
intelligence which followed the idea of nation and independence from Russia.  
Historian M.Koigeldiyev notes like the following: “Therefore after Russian revolution I period, after researching 
the situation Kazakh educated youths’ first conclusion is “for Kazakh people the way out of  backwardness is the 
western model of development through Russia, in other words, open the doors to bourgeois relations” (Koigeldiyev, 
1994, p.384).  
Being in Russia Kazakh intelligence supporting cadet party’s idea took aim to be independent national autonomy 
through parliamentary and constitutional government possessing republican status in the future. However, this 
problem remained just like an idea.  Because, since 1905 year leaders of cadet party suggested to be a single equality 
and cultural autonomy so that to maintain the integrity of Russia. Outlying districts’ supporters of cadet party didn’t 
support this suggestion. Followers of Kazakh branch party were against the idea of cultural autonomy once and for 
all. A.Bokeikhanov appealed against cadet party’s program and idea about autonomy, land and quit the party. In his 
article called “Why I quit the Cadet Party?” he explains like this: “Cadet Party supports the idea property in land” 
(Galikhan, 1918).. If our Kazakh people become owners of land, they’ll sell the land like Bashkir people and after 
several years will have nothing. Cadet Party is against of national autonomy. But we all, Alash people tried to be 
national autonomy state.  Kazakh intelligence was against of the policy of Bolshevik Party, which came up with the 
idea to have power and establish socialism through revolution. Therefore, their idea about building the national 
democratic state would come true; they established the party “Alash”. It is clear that the idea to build autonomy was 
the result of long years’ political struggle and persistent seeking of ideas of Kazakh intelligence. Kazakh 
intelligence’s struggle for national freedom had a new juridical meaning. Russian bureaucrats of colonization 
mechanism also understood the situation. For example, the data on this document would be a fact for this situation:   
“ZH. Akbayev in his letter to one earl wrote: “…is that true that you are president of Karakalinsk republic?... (KP 
OMM, p.27).  ”  it means that ZH. Akbayev advocates the idea to build a democratic republic.    
Regarding to this, in September 1917 there were assigned two tendencies in societal development of Turkistan. 
First one is the beginning of preparation of national powers to declare the Federation of Turkistan. The latter the 
effort of Bolsheviks to seize power by ignoring the local nation’s diligence to the autonomy. In 1917, 25 October 
armed revolt in Petrograd struck the hope of national independence of February revolution democratic reforms. 
Turkic nation didn’t accept the October revolution, because national autonomy under soviet base meant the masked 
type of keeping the Russian colonization. To express it with the words of  M.Shokai, “Political unfitness of Russian 
democracy” formed the tight situation in Turkistan.  
M. Shokai arrived to Orenburg on business trip to meet with Kazakh intellectuals to discuss the problems 
regarding to October revolution.   Kazakh intelligence during the meeting with M.Shokai, connected the struggle for 
independence not only with Turkistan, but also with Kazakh regions, Bashkir, Tatar nations uprising and it was 
taken common decision to refuse Bolsheviks and keep faithfulness to constituent assembly (Esmagambetov, 2008, 
p.124). In 1917, 27 November by the resolution of the general meeting Turkistan autonomy was declared.  
In this resolution was written: “Long live, Turkistan! Turkistan Muslims’ extraordinary meeting, regarding to the 
local nations’ demand and according to the rules of Russian revolution and remaining in Russian federation, 
declares Turkistan territorial autonomy”  (Kara, 2004, p.23). Assembly also declared the protection of minority 
nations’ rights in Turkistan (Turkestan v nachale XX veka: k istorii istokov natsianalnoi nezavisimosti, 2000, p.83). 
So, the state formed in 28 November called “Turkistan autonomy”. Two government bodies were determined in 
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assembly; constitution and executive bodies of autonomy and bodies leading the nation until Turkistan Constituent 
Assembly gets together. They are: Turkistan interim committee and Turkistan public assembly. 
Soviet historian D. L. Golinikov wrote that: “Kokand autonomic revolution spread all over and neighbour regions 
of Turkistan. Bukhara’s ruler Seid Alimkhan supported this counterrevolution and quitted the Soviet Russia. Rulers 
of Khiva Empire did the same”(Golinkov, 1917-1925, p.51). The author, because of his ideological position, distorts 
the truth sides of history. In fact Bukhara ruler was enemy to Zhadits (Kazakh alphabet comprised by Arabic letters) 
and didn’t help Turkistan ward and refused to receive Turkistan interim committee’s emissaries when they asked 
them for help.  
In March of 1917 Ukraine was formed as: Ukraine Public Republic, in 22 April Republic of Transcaucasia 
Federation, 20 November Northern Caucasian Interim Administration, 23 November in Ufa as “Idele - Ural” 
Muslims Autonomy, 26 December Crimea - Turkish Republic. However, they couldn’t help Turkistan ward. 
Common Kazakh Congress held in Orenburg on 5 -13 December, forming of National Soviet and M.Shokai’s being 
a member of this soviet was big assistance for Turkistan autonomy.  
M. Shokai in his work written abroad “In Turkistan” wrote about formation of Alashorda autonomy and he also 
supported the union of Alashorda and Turkistan. Another view of this ideology; being member of Turkistan 
autonomic government M.Shokai was elected a member of Alashorda government as well. It seems, M. Shokai has 
become a member of first program preparation committee for Alash Party because of this point of view. But because 
of stressful period of time he was quitted from the stuff of the committee (Kenzhetayev, 1998, p.77). In fact, 
oppositional political program of Party against the Tsarist Empire, their actions, ways of solution, protection of their 
own interests, civilization culture belonging to intelligence at that time is the good example and lesson for today’s 
and future generation.  
Alash action was the biggest step for National Independence Revolution. It took his high level at XX century and 
helped not only recognize the nation themselves but also raised this problem up to state extent and problems like; 
independence, democratic state, nation’s peace, relation between religion and state has become a daily routine of 
XX century.  In this way we took our independence. 
In the early XX century near February Revolution and period of Soviet government Kazakh intelligence raised 
the problem of independence and struggled for this. Activated problem of National Autonomy by Kazakh 
intellectuals was the demand of that time. Action of Kazakh intelligence for national state and their try for 
reconstruction of national independence built the road nowadays’ independence through reviewing the history of our 
national ideology.   
4. Conclusion 
It is clear that Kazakhstan built its road to independence in the end of XX century. It is very important to know 
work and point of view of Kazakh intelligence about solving the important problems according to necessary state 
structures like: territory, national language, national state ideology, mentality, forming of national ideology and 
democracy. In conclusion, it is significant that Kazakh intelligence, especially work of Alash figures impacted the 
structure and future of Kazakhstan Republic in the early of XX century. Alash leaders’ invaluable work is 
reconstruction of ways to independence of nation not through bloodshed and breaking everything but on the contrary 
by democratic, civilization ideological tactics. 
In the early twentieth century Kazakh intelligentsia society raised the question about the resume of the state. At 
the same time, during the February Revolution, fight for Kazakh intelligentsia state and raising issues of national 
autonomy were the problems of the Soviet time. Having analyzed the history, it can be concluded that the efforts of 
the Kazakh intelligentsia aimed at creation of an independent state and rebuilding the national independence was the 
path to the current state of our sovereign country. Those who sacrificed their lives for the freedom of their people 
will live forever in the hearts and memories of the descendants. For the freedom of the people they sacrificed not 
only their lives. Brutal totalitarian regime did not leave alive any family members or relatives or descendants of 
those great men, calling them enemies of the state. The remaining descendants were subjected to unbearable torture, 
up until they were acquit. After so many years of struggle for independence, we are reaping the fruits of being an 
independent democratic republic. 
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